The present research aims to investigate the probability of personal space sovereignty influence on forming propensity for vandal behaviour in the urban environment in children. In our assessment experiment, we use personality questionnaires for investigating children's life space sovereignty and their motivational propensity for vandal behaviour. The research sample consists of 155 children, aged 11 -13, living in a megapolis. The respondents are divided into three groups by types of psychological space sovereignties: broken, normative, and excessive. The research data are processed using comparative statistics and linear regression models. The analysis shows that both broken and excessive sovereignties of children's psychological space are significant risk factors for developing their propensity for vandalism in the urban environment. The children with normative sovereignty of psychological space demonstrate less propensity for vandal behaviour. We have come to the conclusion that sovereignty of psychological space is one of the most significant predictors of the child's propensity to choose such destructive strategy of interaction with the urban environment as vandalism.
Introduction
Human is the only creature on the Earth who consciously and purposely changes the environment all their life since early childhood. Artificial, in particular, urban environment has been developing as a result of human activity. Urban environments are actively created by citizens of almost all ages. While adults mainly use normative means of the urban environment transformation, children and adolescents often choose unauthorized destructive strategies of interacting with and changing the urban environment.
Children's craving for changes does not end with creating elements of the urban environment, they change elements created by others, refusing to perceive these elements as given, as a result of other's efforts.
Transformation itself can be socially-approved or asocial. The majority of uncontrolled transformations of the urban environment by children are asocial and vandal. Nevertheless, society is quite indulgent toward vandal children's behaviour because it is considered by adults as a psychological specificity of forming children's personality, their sovereignty and independence. Herewith, permissiveness toward children destructive behaviour does not favour the development of children's' understanding of the urban environment value. On the contrary, adults' permissiveness fixes children's destructive behaviour model (Agapov, & Malkov, 2006) . Thus, there is a situation of ambiguous social attitude toward children's vandalism. The brightest example is Graffiti. According to legislation norms, Graffiti is an asocial activity that violates the law, brings destructive changes into the urban environment, and evolves anxiety and depression among citizens observing it (Ellaway et al., 2009 ). On the other hand, modern art critics consider Graffiti and Street-art to be one of modern culture manifestations (Martha Gama-Castro et al., 2016) .
Vandalism and appreciating attitude toward the artificial environment are polar points of the transaction continuum "Human -Environment." The problem arises when these polar points exist as complementary in the child's motivational sphere and behaviour. Children adopt constructive and destructive ways of interactions with urban environments mainly through operant conditioning and vicarious learning. Vandalism (destroying things, spoiling walls, making inscriptions and pictures in unauthorized places and etc.) is one of destructive strategies of interaction and communication with material, social and informational urban environment. Vandal behaviour gives children an opportunity for self-manifestation in a society or in subgroups, declare personal problems, mark the location or show selfidentity (Zlokazov, 2014) . We should take into account that children demonstrate vandal behaviour in local spaces (home, school, etc.) (Kruzhkova et al., 2018; Dou, 2015) . All these factors lie in the base of forming a child's personal psychological space and feeling of safety. According to A.B. Eisman et al. (2016) , encouraging the extension of children's rights and opportunities (Psychological Empowerment) can help increase the probability of their positive prosocial behaviour and decrease aggressiveness. In other words, https: //dx.doi.org/10.15405/epsbs.2018.07.8 Corresponding Author: Irina V. Vorobyeva Selection and peer-review under 
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54 creating favourable conditions for developing normative sovereignty of the child's psychological space and personal activeness can decrease the risk of the child's vandal behaviour as a destructive strategy of interaction with the urban environment and its subjective devaluation. Anyhow, there is still a lack of understanding the factors of forming and decreasing the propensity for vandal behaviour.
Problem Statement
Vandalism can be applied by a child as a destructive strategy of interaction with the urban environment, but there is a lack of research on significant factors influencing the propensity for vandal behaviour. In particular, the correlation between particular child psychological space sovereignties and types of vandal behaviour is unknown.
Research Questions
To solve the research problem, we need to answer the following research questions: 
Purpose of the Study
The purpose of this study was to define the correlation between the characteristics of psychological space sovereignty and children's propensity for vandal behaviour in the urban environment.
Research Methods
The research sample is 155 respondents in total. They are children aged 11 -13, 70 boys and 85 girls, living in a megapolis.
We use the following diagnostic instruments:
 The questionnaire "Sovereignty of psychological space," developed by Nartova-Bochaver  The questionnaire "Motives of vandal behaviour," developed by Vorobyeva, Kruzhkova, and Ostrikova (2015) . It diagnoses the propensity for vandalism and leading motives of this https: //dx.doi.org/10.15405/epsbs.2018.07.8 Corresponding Author: Irina V. Vorobyeva Selection and peer-review under The used standardized questionnaires meet all the requirements for the scientific diagnostic instruments, and have satisfying validity and reliability.
Findings
The data were divided into three groups by the level of cumulative rate of psychological space sovereignty:
The first group (Group 1) -children with low SPS cumulative rate (broken sovereignty) -consisted of 13 children (8,4% of the total sample).
The second group (Group 2) -children with average SPS cumulative rate (normative sovereignty) - /dx.doi.org/10.15405/epsbs.2018.07.8 Corresponding Author: Irina V. Vorobyeva Selection and peer-review under 
Conclusion
We have got the following answers to our research questions:
 Based on comparative and regression analysis, we can consider the characteristics of the children's psychological space sovereignty to be quite reliable predictors of children's propensity for vandal behaviour.
 The respondents from the group with average (normative) total rate of psychological space sovereignty demonstrate less propensity for vandal behaviour. The children from the groups with low (broken) and high (excessive) psychological space sovereignty have a higher propensity for the vandal behaviour strategies.
 In all the three groups of the children, the graph of median values (Figure 1 ) has the same peaks, meaning that the most marked motives of vandalism in the groups are esthetic (to make the environment better according to one's own ideals), conforming (to be pushed by a group), and adoptive (to be initiated by some discomfort). This finding reflects general child motivation regularity and reveals the need for further specification of vandal behaviour factors and predictors. o In the group of the children with excessive sovereignty, almost all the significant statistical models include the sovereignty of social connections. Thus, deprivation of children's freedom in the choice of friends can provoke investigating, conforming, protesting, and esthetic vandal behaviour. Such deprivation,
